Don't muddy Munk's legacy
I take issue with Thomas Murphy's implication that the late Walter Munk furthered his career at a cost to marine life (Nature 568, 171; 2019). As the chief scientist in the 1991 programme for monitoring marine mammals that Murphy discusses, it is my view that Munk instead deserves credit for his insight into the climate problem -an unequivocal threat to marine life -and for supporting a muchneeded science-based approach to understanding and mitigating the impact of human-generated noise in the ocean.
Murphy cites the original
Stats: a trillion P values on
As someone who has published more than a trillion P values, I disagree that testing an association for statistical significance should be banned (see V. Amrhein et al. Nature 567, 305-307; 2019) . We might just as well argue in favour of banning exams. Associations are ranked on P values, rather as exams are assigned a pass mark. A student might score just below that grade (equivalent to, say, 'P = 0.051'), and another just above it ('P = 0.049'). The candidates are not so different, but setting a pass/fail threshold indicates who probably needs to study more. The number of permanent research positions available at the National Centre for Scientific Research (CNRS) is also falling, down by 50 from last year. And, although it will cost less than 50 tenured appointments, the research ministry's creation of 300 extra PhD scholarships for this year seems to be a shortsighted move. It will funnel more PhD graduates into less-secure positions, and so could fuel the brain drain of newly qualified researchers.
EU needs to ban ivory trade, too
Concerned scientists met the research minister in March, supported by more than 12,000 signatures on a petition demanding that the 50 positions be reinstated (see go.nature.com/2vcuey). Together, these would cost €5 million (US$5.6 million) per year, much less than the roughly €6 billion given in tax credits to private research companies. So far, there has been no indication that the government is prepared to change course on the issue, or on its strategy for academic research funding in general. Guillaume Gaullier University of Colorado, Boulder, Colorado, USA. guillaume.gaullier@colorado.edu And, just as there are ways to stop students cheating in exams, rules can be devised to prevent P hacking -for example, by 'preregistration of studies' . Moreover, if an exam comprises only a small selection of questions (analogous to statistically 'underpowered studies'), other tests ('replication studies') would be necessary to confirm the results. Banning exams entirely could not overcome such pitfalls.
Statistical significance is just one of several criteria -including replication, cost-benefit analysis and synthesis of information from different sources -that need to be met before deciding whether a preclinical lead is worth pursuing. No health-care policy was ever based solely on whether P < 0. 
